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BOOK REVIEWS 467 

The Repeal of the Missouri Compromise. By P. Orman Ray. 
(Cleveland: The Arthur H. Clark Company. 1909. Pp. 
315.) 

In this volume the author attempts to establish an explanation of the 
origin and authorship of the repeal of the Missouri compromise, which 
is in some respects different from that generally accepted. The thesis 
advanced is that the repeal must be explained in the light of Missouri 
local politics rather than from the standpoint of national politics. Most 
historians have founded their judgment as to the origin of the repeal 
largely upon the evidence to be found in the pages of the Congressional 
Globe. Rhodes and Von Hoist, to be sure, have perceived the advantage 
of approaching the question from the standpoint of Missouri politics, 
but no one has nitherto brought out this side of the question so fully 
as does Professor Ray. As a result of his study of this phase of the sub- 
ject, he arrives at the conclusion that the real author of the repeal was 
not Douglas but Senator Atchison of Missouri. The evidence, however, 
upon which tnis conclusion is based, though cleverly presented, is 
nevertheless somewhat fragmentary and partly conjectural. One is 
inclined to suspect that Professor Ray sometimes attaches undue weight 
to bits of evidence that seem to point to his conclusion. Nor does he 
appear to be in every respect entirely consistent. As to Douglas' cham- 
pionship of the repeal, the author asserts that there was no political 
necessity compelling him to "adopt a course so manifestly dangerous 
and which in its outcome wrecked his career" (p. 21). But in another 
place, he presents very forcibly the political considerations wnich induced 
Douglas to father the measure, These were, first, that he would en- 
hance his own popularity generally by championing the principle of 
popular sovereignty embodied in the repeal, and, secondly, by "placing 
the radical wing of the southern democracy under obligations to himself, 
would very materially increase his chances of obtaining the presidential 
nomination in 1856" (p. 203). These inducements would seem to have 
been amply sufficient for a man of Douglas' type, without the additional 
motive of assisting a political and personal friend (Atchison) . 

Professor Ray has carefully examined all the available material relat- 
ing to his subject, and in elaborating the conditions in Missouri bearing 
upon the final denouement, he has performed a real service. 

J. M. Mathews. 



